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Key.1 I believe It Is so perfect a Grub-street piece, it will be
forgotten in a week. But it is strange that there can be no
satisfaction against a bookseller for publishing names in so
bold a manner. I wish some lawyer could advise you how
I might have satisfaction; for at this rate, there is no book,
however vile, which may not be fastened on me.

I cannot but think that little parson cousin of mine is at
the bottom of this: for, having lent him a copy of some
part of, etc. and he showing it, after I was gone for Ireland,
and the thing abroad, he affected to talk suspiciously, as if
he had some share in it2 If he should happen to be in town,
and you light on him, I think you ought to tell him gravely,
that, if he be the author, he should set his name to the, etc.
and rally him a little upon it: and tell him, if he can
explain some things, you will, if he pleases, set his name
to the next edition. I should be glad to see how far the
foolish impudence of a dunce could go.a

Well; I will send you the thing, now I am in town, as
soon as possible. But I dare say, you have neither printed
the rest, nor finished the cuts;4 only are glad to lay the
fault on me. I shall, at the end, take a little contemptible
notice of the thing you sent me; and I dare say it will do

a copy of the Apology was probably enclosed, and Tooke had
apparently now sent the copy back to Swift with a recommendation
for revision and immediate publication. Although the fifth edition of
the <fi Tale*3 is stated, as the previous editions had been, to have been
" printed for John Nutt near Stationers' Hall/' this letter and the suc-
ceeding one show that the arrangements for its publication were made
by Tooke, whose name was possibly omitted from the title-page from
fear that owing to his connection with Swift his imprint might identify
Swift with the work.

1  The " Complete Key " was the pamphlet issued by Edmund Curll
("Prose Works," xii, 199), in which it was stated that the volume
known as "A Tale of a Tub" was the joint work of Swift and his
cousin Thomas isupra^ p. 59, n. i). The authorship of the "Tale" was
attributed to the latter, the less important parts of the volume to the
former.

2  How little pretension Thomas Swift had to claim part in the
authorship of the "Tale" may be judged from an effusion of his which
will be found in Appendix IV.

3  The feeble attempt which Swift makes throughout this letter to
throw mystery on the authorship of the "Tale" is amusing.  There
had long been no doubt in literary circles on the question.   So early
as 22 August, 1705, it is noted by Hearne (" Collections,37 i, 32) that the
*'Tale3* was Swiffs work.
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Parliament. By his will Wesley,
